Dear Jim, 4/7/83 

= I’ve just returned from the morning's therapy, leave shortly for the podiatrist, 
have the leave aerly this afternoon to liave eommeric&L xeeoxiag of tlie affidavit I 
told you about completed yesterday. So I’ll begin responding to the mailing I’ve 
read, incidding the proposed CIA amendments, with them® 

While nobody will pay any attention to my advice, it is that most important of 
all is to attack, not defend : and aftef the attack, defend, with the defense much 
mors effective because of the attack. 

In this the major problem will be the copout of the liberal finks, who have 
always done this. 

If anyone want to at tek, there is a fine record. 

With regard to this proposed amendment, from a single hasty reading I beoieve, 
as I told you based on x ‘ardner’s story, that it will exempt all illegal domestic 
operations and all the CIA’s past dirtyworks, which have nothing to do with any 
intelligence function. 

The spying oh CTIA end Bud was by the Offife of Security, of all things, 
o has those records. So was the investigation and part of the coverup in the 
Olson death (which I regard as a killing}, and the beginning of it sssxeIxe 
and all other such operations nil .. be excluded because that component. Science 
and technology, will be exempt o 

I'll check the King records but I think the directorate was obliterated on 
the spurious ground that it is immune. 

When they have immunity for "information contained in operational files tr ad; 
which concerns sources and nethord" (2:12—3) they have immunity for all operations 
against Americans and all domestic operations of any kind. Anything they do 
domestic is operations, (there is a provision I've not studied carefully’' that 
may have loopholes but seems to say you can have the records on you. Have I, yet, 
after 12 years?) 

At the bottom of 2 and top of 3 they say that experience reflects that 
the withholdings have been proper. It also reflects that the withholdings have 
been inporopor. (They still haven’t responded to my requests and still have not 
disclosed their JTK stuff duo many years ago.) 

4:7-11, esp 10-11 exempts all operations files, yot all stated above. 

4:12-5 seems to exempt what is in the exempt components from its language. 

■People can ask for stuff on themselves "contained in all categories of files" but 
this does not say from all components. Thus the three would still be exempt. 

5:12-15 confrism what I say above about what is exempt from even searches. 

5:23-4 exempts such things as their King operaations and all domestic, the 
latter being both " counterintelligence" and "counterterrorism" from the past, as 
was King, on the suspicion of g inding the government to a halt. 

They uses these fictions as covers for their domestic operations. 

6;1~3 can be used as a cover for such things as the FVI did with Danny Schorr, 
they can include any domestic operations as having the intent of deteimining the 
"suitablility" of anyone for any such functions, without his application, 

6:16. I suspect that in practise this would be meaningless. 

6:18-21 is very broad. I don't really understand it but I think it means that 
BA is inapplicable. Tiling;.-, like that. Gotta go. Check neelosed. 



Later, tod wo are going to have to get a new copier. Parts not available. 

. , Th0 ^ »«>rds from the CIA you have in the 77-1997 file. Not in ray office, 

on basement. Perhaps I ll get to check before we have to go for the xe*m$jar re I 
can send affidavit tomorrow. -mtxuie so 1 

OgS: It spellss ay name correctly and has the right defendant, 

-exon ox xts account of the appeals court decisions ends there. 

I* Vo lot 


bt ray recogni- 


track of the 1996 appeals, so I 11 assume that if there is 


something 


asuuwe vnat xi there is sonot 

1 have * ^ T or y° u ilave to ask me about, I'Sj hear from you. On consultancy 
cross appeal, - presume that is necessary, despite what you said. Do whatever reu 
think necessary ana if you have any questions, ask me. I'll be away for wxrt of 
“ axs GOEa - n £ Wednesday, when I see Hufnagel. I should be home by 1 p.m., though. 

rtn _ ^ !^, tten Jf * the ^afi^tuds of the FBI's operations against 

ting. We talk* « about this yesterday and he's to phono; void road to me today. I want 
c ° ^ U ° r f, cll « c | cul G tefor-o then. He's been in touch with Corctta'e attorney, named 

a* FOIp" M he Si r^v 1 S ^? th f IiG ph ° ne ne * ^ tot “ initial runaround 
t 1 ; h ' : 2 ® %1 ' 8 » who acknowledged knowing cy name. Others didn't. 

^ hS useu - at t0 records, the inventories. Ho was impressed at 

^ serials, a used ittC as an example, and at 2610 retained logs on the 
surveij.j_cn.ee ol Clarence Jones, i want to do this with Atlanta also bereure I'm 
sure it doesn't refer to the entire room of tapes it had. Before ho 

* . Li ^ Ha ? soing t0 tr > t0 r ^ype the short additional affidavit I did when, in 
tprxng „o clear my aeok, I found pages I'd copied from one of the Hosty anneals. 

It provides definitive answers to LaHaie's fabrications and tMs back up the 

JT t ““ is Xwtart to to. to tho totoU (to tto. 

G- 1 x-o- - refer to j\ documents, some. I'm sure, multiple-page. So much for 

grsy s f;.f» h to. i£» ^ wZrt 

^. fllS3 p ® a rex loots the fact that in my appeals I provided nv 
cO-onsGo, r n the xom of copaas of tg© FBI's own records. She is still having the 
s?me trouble with the Hemes and since the "repair," new ones. She tos a call in 
xOj. sej*vice again, toe of the most exasperating is the number of ! that core .un 
unwantou and imstruck! She was late getting tills one retyoed because of that and 
wasn t well, festerday with the copier end that was tuch too much for her! 

on 1996 U by 1 nowr ** ^ ^ ^ t0daar * S ° *** * ll0uld haV ° heard froa the ^ atfy 

„„ , ' ld - th t , his lr:st t,rree submissions, from now on I'm addressing every 

wore -*Haie Bays, ^e is entirely consistent! he was never once thruthful. And I 
fmd checking Ins footnotes, where they cite a source, is erdntunetlv worthwhile, 
as jou 11 see. toe of them actually h s him saying I'd provided, all the requested 
i>n ona ulou pertaining to scope and searches! ! !He didn't refer me to that, tho.!! 

, , ine 5? ls nc yw this Pase a3il 611(1 at all scon without using what he has izrovided 
to make ms and thair positions entirely intolerable, and I'm doing that. I'll 

'-- 3 - r ° u didn't use. I can't possible eomapre those you used 
pcxrts of with wjiav a gave you. But maybe I’ll go over them to see if I can decide. 

18 “* ”“ ntlal ' “ s 1 “* *«*• *»■ 

. S ‘ :Lent ° n what the CIA is u ? to ia worthwhile but don't expect success 
without a vigorous one. 


Lost, 


ftv-v 

ly-,' 

>4 

lyv' 



c--'v; 




